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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6-11, 13-15 and 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over AMES et al. [US 2002/0002443] in view of Magbie et al. [US 6,657,535]. 

Regarding to claims 1, 10 and 20-23: AMES et al. disclose a system for 
monitoring the operation of a security system comprising: 

-a security , system met by a sentry unit [100] for controlling access to a secure area 
includes, a movable barrier [402] operated by a barrier controller [414] [see Fig. 1 and 6]; 

-a diagnostic module met by watch commander [102] in conjunction with sentry xmit 
[100], watch commander includes a microprocessor [200], which monitors various operational 
parameters of the security system feed from sentry unit [see Fig. 7 A &B paragraph 0065]; 

-said watch commander [102] includes a two-way wireless communications (met by 
secondary network [202] (redundant communication link) conjunction with said microprocessor 
[200] (as shown in Fig. 7A, paragraphs [0065 and 0071]; 

-a remote monitor met by a host computer [104] capable of two way wireless 
communication with said communication unit of watch commander unit; and 
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-wherein said microprocessor [200] of watch commander unit monitors the operational 
parameters of the sentry unit and when any of said operational parameters of the system reach a 
pre-designated (predetermined) level which met by the internal rules set, the watch conmiander 
automatically (real time) reports to said host computer [see Fig. 3 and paragraphs 0063, 0091- 
0094, 0096-0099 and 0088]. 

AMES et al. does not specifically disclosing a security code for securing two way 
wireless for communicating from the watch commander to host computer. Wireless 
communication security code is widely known in communication art, Magbie et al. teach a 
system for signaling a device at a remote location comprises an encryption system for enabling 
protected and secured two way wireless communication between a host and at least one remotely 
electronic [see Abstract and col. 4, lines 39-55]. It would have been obvious of one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the encryption system 
as taught by Magbie et al. into the system of AMES et al. so the communication is protected. 

Regarding to claims 2 and 13: AMES et al. further disclose that wherein the 
remote monitor (host computer or master) is poUing data (status of various operational 
parameters of the security system) from watch command (slave unit) [see paragraph 0072- 
0073]. 

Regarding to claims 6, 8 and 15: As stated by AMES et al. that the host computer 
and watch command communicating via cellular telephone [paragraph 0071], which met by the 
claimed of two-way pagers communication. 

Regarding to claims 3 and 14: AMES et al. disclose all the limitation as described 
above, AMES et al. does not specifically show that the watch command unit (diagnostic module) 
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is functionally independent of the security system. As stated in paragraph 0065 that the watch 
commander is identifying the operation problems and a communications interfaces between of a 
security system (sentry) and host computer. Therefore, it is obvious that watch command unit is 
functioning independently. 

Regarding to claims 7, 9 and 11: AMES et al. disclose all the limitation as described 
above, except for not specific show that a service technician with said remote monitor 
communicates with said diagnostic unit. However, as long as the host computer is 
communicating with the watch commander, whether by automatic polling or manual is an 
obvious of an altemative method of choice, since some problem that indicates of require 
technician attention (such as motor worn out or ice build up) at the gate. 

3. Claims 4-5 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
AMES et al. [US 2002/0002443] in view of Parsadayan [US 5,869,940]. 

Regarding to claims 4-5 and 12: AMES et al. disclose all the limitation as described 
above, except for not specific show that the diagnostic module has its own power supply. 
Parsadayan teaches a gate operator apparatus which comprising, a control circuit [92] includes a 
microprocessor [94] for controlling the gate, and a battery [108] cited in Fig. 6, col. 9,lines 15- 
25]. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use a back up or it owns power as taught by Parsadayan into the system of AMES et 
al. for preventing of false alarm. 
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4. Claims 16-18 and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
AMES et al. [US 2002/0002443] in view of Brittain et al. [US 5,019,802], and further in view 
of Magbie et al. [US 6,657,535]. 

Regarding to claims 16, 18 and 24-25: AMES et al. disclose a system for 
monitoring the operation of a security system comprising: 

-a security system met by a sentry unit [100] for controlling access to a secure area 
includes, a movable barrier [402] operated by a barrier controller [414] [see Fig. 1 and 6]; 

-a diagnostic module met by watch commander [102] in conjunction with sentry unit 
[100], watch commander includes a microprocessor [200], which monitors various operational 
parameters of the security system feed from sentry unit [see Fig. 7 A &B paragraph 0065]; 

-said watch commander [102] includes a two-way wireless communications (met by 
secondary network [202] (redundant communication link) conjunction with said microprocessor 
[200] (as shown in Fig. 7A, paragraphs [0065 and 0071]; 

-a remote monitor met by a host computer [104] capable of two way wireless 
communication with said communication unit of watch commander unit; and 

-wherein said microprocessor [200] of watch commander unit monitors the operational 
parameters of the sentry unit and when any of said operational parameters of the system reach a 
pre-designated predetermined) level which met by the internal rules set, the watch commander 
automatically (real time) reports to said host computer [see Fig. 3 and paragraphs 0063, 0091- 
0094, 0096-0099 and 0088]. 
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AMES et al. fail to specify that wherein the local diagnostic 102 being powered by a 
second power system that is independent from said the first power system, whenever first power 
system is not operational. 

Brittain et aL teach a security system which comprising, a first power system 70, and an 
additional second power system (batteries), which uses as a backup power [as cited in col. 7, 
lines 34-47]. Since, both references are using as monitoring, it would have been obvious of one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ a second power 
supply as taught by Brittain et al. into the system of AMES et al. for the benefit of increasing 
safety and prevent false alarm when first power supply failed. 

AMES et al. does not specifically disclosing a security code for securing two way 
wireless for communicating from the watch commander to host computer. Wireless 
communication security code is widely known in communication art, Magbie et al. teach a 
system for signaling a device at a remote location comprises an encryption system for enabling 
protected and secured two way wireless communication between a host and at least one remotely 
electronic [see Abstract and col. 4, lines 39-55]. It would have been obvious of one having 
ordinary skill in the,art at the time the invention was made to implement the encryption system 
as taught by Magbie et al, into the system of AMES et al. so the communication is protected. 

Regarding to claim 17: AMES et al. fiirther disclose that the communication 
between said local unit and remote unit is initiated and maintained when proper security codes is 
received at remote unit [as cited in Fig. 9A-9D and [^ 0074-0075]. 
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7. ^ Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over AMES et al. [US 
2002/0002443] in view of Gilbert et al. [US 6,380,85 1] and further in view of Ferrer et al. [US 
6,487,375]. 

Regarding to claim 19: AMES et al. and Gilbert et al. disclose all the 
limitation as described above, they are not specify that wherein said remote center is a pager unit 
carried by a technician. Ferrer et al. teach a system to communicate information from a 
plurality of machines to a remotely located receiver which comprises, a pager unit carried by a 
technician [as cited in the Summary of the invention and specifically col. 2, lines 39-41]. Since, 
Ferrer et al. system also uses for monitoring a diagnostic machine and reporting to the remote 
location, thus, it would have been obvious of one having ordinary skill in the art to recognize that 
the remote location can be a pager unit carried by a technician as taught by the prior at of Ferrer 
and it can be implement into the system of the combination above, for enhancing quick response 
to the problem. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,10 and 16 filed on 6/20/05 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The evidence of Magbie et al. 
reference in the rejection above merely for secured two-way communication, since AMES et al. 
lack of specific show the communication protection code. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not reUed upon is considered pertinent to appUcant's 
disclosure. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Marino et al. [US 6,026,165]. 
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10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
AppUcant is reminded of the extension of time poHcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR L 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier commxmications from the 
examiner should be directed to Son M, Tang whose telephone number is (571)272-2962. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 4/9 First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on (571)272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this appUcation or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubUshed appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status infomiation for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Son Tang 




